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EPA REGION IX SITE SCREENING CHECKLIST

This review checklist is to be used by individual site screening staff when reviewing sites which have been
brought to the attention of EPA or the State. Each site is reviewed on the merits of the discovery
documentation and additionai information gathered during the screening process. The guiding principal in /\
evaluating a given site is to use common sense in assessing the mformatlon and subsequently presenting the
site and its known hazardous potential to the SST.

1.0 GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS

Complete Section 1 for the site using readily available information and contacting appropriate individuals. A
contact log (Attachment A) shouid be used to document information gained through correspondence,
interviews, and telephone calls. Handwriting is acceptable if it is legible. Attach extra pages if necessary.

1.1 Site Information

Site Name: _ kxmlﬂh /t\/- }Vi Tepl f’ﬂnVL}.a PV’G/MW/% I},(
Alias Name:

Site Street Address: 8 Gl OZ O A/TM M\Jﬁ / TAM

City, County, State: /V‘VW\ a‘/*( X Ldi /4%/4.4// / [0"

EPA ID Number: CAD‘?335\}75M§

Site Screener: | Taﬁ/nl //u' M\/ Date: S\E/VM\ L I MQ7

Date of Discovery: 0 5_ /1 / [{/ [73 /

Discovery Vehicle:

Lawsuit

County Referral [1] ‘State Referral [ ]
[, Citizen Petition [] State PA/S!I Grant “[.] Removal
[ 3 RCRA Referrai ['] Nonemergency Release [ 1. Newspaper
_ Report [1 Other
Is this site part of an NPL site? [ ] Yes. [X] No
CERCLIS Status: [ ] Discovery PA [ ] NFRAP
[ ] Other (specify): X sl [ ] Notin CERCLIS

State oversight role:
PA/SI Cooperative Agreement [x]Yes [ ]No [ ] Not applicable
Cooperative Agreement Number: ¥V999252 -01-02

EPA Project Officer: Rachel Loftin

RCRA Status: ' }(] Generator
[] TSDF

In a State Database(s)? [ ] Yes ]Xj No If yes, specify.

Transporter
Not listed in RCRIS

e p—
[y —
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1.2 CERCLA Eligibility

If the answer to question 1 is "No", or if the answer to any question of 2 through 8 is "Yes", the site is ineligible
for CERCLA evaluation and the decision at the bottom of this page is "No Further Action Under CERCLA".
The answers to questions 9 through 16 should be used to identify sites that may not be appropriate for

CERCLA evaluation without further justification.

Comments section beiow.

1.

9.

10.
1.
12.
13.

14.
15.
16.

Has a release of hazardous substances, poliutants, or contaminants
occurred?

Does the release or threat of release consist only of crude oil or
unaltered petroleum product?

Is the site subject to corrective action under RCRA Subtitle C
(hazardous waste treatment, storage, or disposal facility)?

Does the release or threatened release fall under the jurisdiction of
the Uranium Mill Tailings Radiation Control Act (UMTRCA)?

Does the release or threatened release fali under the jurisdiction of
the Atomic Energy Act (AEA)?

Is the release or threatened release a result of a legal application of
pesticides under Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act
(FIFRA)?

Is the release or threatened release regulated under the Oil Pollution
Act (OPA)?

Is the release or threatened release permitted under the Nuclear
Regulatory Commission (NRC)?

Is the site a federal facility?

Is the site outside of U.S. boundaries?

Is the site outside of EPA, Region IX borders?
Is the site within Native American Tribal lands?

Is the site currently under the control and management of a
state/local agency? If yes, which agencies?

Is the site currently operating?
Is the site address valid?

Has the site been investigated under an alias?

M Yes

[ ]Yes
[ ]Yes
[ 1Yes

[ ]Yes

{ 1Yes
[ ]1Yes

[ 1Yes
[ ]Yes
[ ]Yes

[ ]Yes

[ 1Yes

[ ]1Yes

MhYes

. [\ﬁ)Yeé

[ ]1Yes

If a question cannot be answered, explain why in the

{ 1No

P4 No
PNo
H<INo
PfNo

[>07 No
[PFRo

PNo
DNo
X1 No
Ji No
I3 No

NNO

7No

g8

[ INo

NNO

Lozardrs

C;rppgg_sh 4‘&0%')1@ Vl‘r //GA%’VZ M/f E/D/@ V‘W(A Aﬂ‘

S are 4&n

DECISION: [ 1 No Further Action Under CERCLA

Go to Section 7

[>@ Go to Section 2

DTSC-12/96



2.0 TECHNICAL INFORMATION

This section contains information about site's operational history and environmental sampling. Complete the
following section by filling in the blanks or checking the appropriate boxes. If a question cannot be answered,
explain why. If a drive-by is performed, complete Attachment B.

2.1 Operational History

List present sute owner(s) and operator s). [Include dates of wnershlpz
gf)\{ (l/vmrw Sn/-< alwrw 0k, ‘M"LVM t /(' te 5&4“14')101 /bwafwv’éz

(\vﬁmmhw/\/ \k)\zm\lk as ‘tw"/’m P(vL Mmu /ﬁfvlum),c7 LM lm 7h
Stf"f’ SThee 1777.

1b. Are hazardous substances presently on site? [ ]1Yes qu No
if yes, 0Z;W and where are substances stored and used?
/ .
Uz - A ‘l’hl\({} uﬂJ 1A Th- 5nzf /bf/m%/u Lr/w/f / Z / T[/

]
[
l/uvu GLJ&O\L[LAA as ﬁ [mﬂ/[hn.-m#

s r//]mnﬂ%rl aluwe, ond
e Iy e d e e eading

2a. List hlStOI‘lC site owner(s) a qg operator(s). [ nclude dates of ownership]:
M/gﬁ Sl\\” /| in g p’l‘ﬂ CTp V% (? wWal a //ﬂa /ﬁmf Par?é@@t
h # VlWh Ak Cm,w/rr/ﬂ]q vgum //1 7 44\//4% /A{///mav.[{\ﬁf )’zv[‘é Wa.

¢ AA.'./

A
TA{ 0{&”[(/,( ﬂl W{ C%}ga/;,f fkf/rﬂ'flﬂj i5 (m ‘khmﬂ?\ I
2b. Were hazardous substances present on site in the past? X)Yes [ ]No

If yes, how and where werge substances stored and used?
ﬂw (/L»\mr PVWO(H/CJ)' me—a ?), g WM/P)/\M{ M/rk&f’)t o y (Zﬂ&ﬂ/wlnel’

hmﬂ,ala,}\{o( Y,//\/TC’{ a};mﬁhmm/ 50 va vlgp.q(’)’ Jh— f)v[f VLL vlvb( ﬂ/ Sl/xmwl

ﬁaco : . b ar Prwlwra[r fnr]onmzlha
@re un Khowh, L} i NI Okp £ o Dhait L *T[ m,a{ J—n/u—m( J,,;ar/um,mle

Wwent 1’/0[ L\z k h/L‘i'ﬂw El(‘!’: i

Veﬁ;j/ﬁjh AL%MI/%%;)\M;‘; w)—hg/mg) cém;zﬁf{ S’AWM 4(/\«50[%/
(. Ik M‘VIO };2 n "y g 7

Additional comments; TL 3 (Omypoany  Intmm v£n4vLW4 }cax'/v hoy v@m wig w/ regre —
{
s i

o aid ﬂbm’/v’ﬁﬂll!/h} hove _remmalsed H{ Sam e,
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2.2 Contaminant(s):

List any hazardous substances, pollutants, or contaminants that have been identified at the site and indicate
whether they have been quantified (e.g., by sampling).

— — — —— S I ) 3 Y ) 1 — ey P Y — —
et bt bt bind b bk Bt bt bt b b bt hed bt e et et bd bt beed beed e

—
—_—

Z,_..,._.,,_,

Ad it;Lo;nal o/mments S\Cf g%l&e/mm/vl ( 7[” Sann

Ammonia

Arsenic

Asbestos

Beryilium

Cadmium

Carbon tetrachloride
Chloroform
Chromium (+3 or +6)
Copper

Cyanide
Dichloroethene,1,1-
Dioxin

Ethyl benzene

Lead

Mercury

Methylene chloride
Nickel
P-Dichlorobenzene
Pentachlorophenol
Phenol
Polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs)
Polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons

(PAHSs)

Toluene
Trichloroethylene
Vinyl chloride

Xylene

Zinc

Other chemicals (List):

Suspected Identified Quantified Comments
(1] (] (]
(1] [1] [1]
(] [] []
(] (1] []
(] (1] []
(] (1] (]
(1] [1] (1]
(] (] (]
(1] (1] (]
(] (1] (]
(1] (1] (]
(] (1] (1]
(1] [l (]
[] [1] (1]
(] (1 ]
[] {] (1]
(] (] (]
(] (] (]
(] (] []
[] [] (1]
[1] (] []
[] [1] (]
[1] [] [l
[] [] bd
[] [1] []
[] 1] [1]
[1] [1] []
[] [] 021, /= drich lore efhan ¢
L] Ll M g mf//,wﬁm

g

wis hod Adv mét,/ 0 e Le 5./ " Led

4 (A4 ‘l/h

'(f

/J/Y/mr; el e [J hy
Wf/l/{/h Fhe site (1 Jora zg/

IA ak ;)'rvl'l)'vl7rﬁ//

ot well- dypup onded.

or
lond-use arca and ri—s.'fe

alfmrn-/v’a/,j Prmr 710 1977 ase
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2.3 'Has a release as defined in CERCLA Section 101(22) occurred?

{% Yes [ ] Suspected [ 1No
Identify the zurce s?of the release or s ted release (e.g., drumg, landfill, surface impoundment, waste
plle{E(z floéw/ﬁv 7) Gm —y J€ M@. L br)W f/vf{ M}?z J
fre , heg) w\f/// //ru Yo s, l/J o praumd ﬁwwﬁf o £
M\/\éw#’) whScl wore oa-s, /4 Mﬁ'ﬂ /

2.4 Pathway(s) of contaminant migration:
[ ] AIr [}.bGroundwater [ ]Surfacie Water }JSoil .

Wdescrf'beMt}ﬂathway: I[ﬂ//} /,m/f /M ngo/ fo dhe

2.5 Sampling Hlstory
1. Has sampling been conducted? I>@Yes [ 1No

2. If environmental sampling has been conducted, use the Sampling Event Summary Table, Attach-ment
C, to record the information.

2.6 Additional Information

Use this space to present additional information that may be used to support site screening decisions.

ﬂm ar< @nvrm)_«,%y_l_%& &:%gé 4?@’1///7 /;munﬂ f/j{ ;,/PL,’ 77/W<,
AP U 3 Ay str) WY QY oy 49 m’f//&rf, wa/r me)q ?mmvlmr

le.‘. ' Uz 3{0 v. b $an /ﬂ/an/r [fhgf/r VW= ( 4 4/ )
mnum bas Vktre gre ho arpwddwdfor ‘ana hotira,

A ¥t dhe ol allitwress qqmr % /)/)’YJ»“M 1y Lt M of V. 4 )'1,} ¢

Nohg o P Va - 0 \JV 0 an dasc i/ T

97 ﬁ D4 2l 2 CauwIl  heo
mo\ﬂ{ 2 D[/Hﬂénr/m“fnlo/q//(

5
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3.0 REMOVAL ASSESSMENT CRITERIA — NCP EVALUATION

Use the following criteria to determine if the site should be referred to EPA's Removal Section. If the answer
to any question is yes, get EPA concurrence for the decision. If all answers are no, go to Section 4. Ifa
question cannot be answered, explain why in the Comments section below. .

1. s there actual or potential exposuré to nearby populations, animals,
or the food chain from hazardous substances, pollutants, or
contaminants? ‘

Pffes [ 1No
2. |s there actual or potential contamination of drinking supplies or
sensitive ecosystems? DPres [ INo

3. Are hazardous substances, pollutants, or contaminants in drums,
barrels, tanks, or other bulk storage containers which may pose a
threat of release? /15<PYes { 1No

4. Are there high levels of hazardous substances, pollutants, or '
contaminants is soils largely at or near the surface, which may

migrate and affect populations or the environment? _ )Iq Yes [ 1No
5. Could weather conditions cause hazardous substances, poliutants,

or contaminants to migrate or be released? ¥J Yes [ 1No
6. Is there a threat of fire or explosion? ' [ ]Yes K No
7. Are there appropriate Federal or State response mechanisms to

respond to the release or potential release? [ ]1Yes $4 No
8.  Are there other situations or factors which may pose threats to public

health, welfare, or the environment? - [ 1Yes N No
9. < Reserved> e ' [ ]Yes [ 1No

10. For the situation where there appears to be primarily a groundwater
contamination problem, is there a near-surface source which can be

removed? [ Yes _[XyNo
Comments:
DECISION: [ 1] Removal Assessment
Go to Section 7

[ 1 Expanded Removal Assessment
' Go to Section 7

[54 Not Appropriate For Removal Action
Go to Section 4

6 pTsc-12/



¢ ' . ‘
{

4.0 OTHER INFLUENCING FACTORS

Assign a high, medium, or low priority category to each of the following factors and then use these factors to
help make preliminary recommendations in Section 5. A high priority influence may indicate that a Preliminary
Assessment should be conducted as a high priority without regard to other screening factors.

Other Influences

1. Site remedial/
removal history

High

[ ] None

Medium

[>b Some

‘Low

[ 1 Al wastes removed

2. Regulatory invoivement

X7 No involvement

[ ] Somewhat
involved

[ 1 Other agency
currently active

3. Environmental justice

{] Siteisinlow
income/minority

XD Site is not in low
income or minority

ment

neighborhood neighborhood
4. Brownfields/Redevelop- [ ] Possible candi- X0 Not a likely
ment date candidate
5. Political attention [ ] Very visible/vocal [ ] Some involve- K} None
ment
6. Pubilic attention [ ] Very visible/vocal [ ] Some involve- KJ None

7. Remedial Costs

m Likely very
expensive or diffi-
cuit

[ 1 Easy and relatively
cheap

Comments:

i’#c 19

4 lm)vtﬁl mew.ma@

1}\0(444 }?‘14

@Lj! Feso diﬁh#% /

14’ U((/mnu flm;hﬂa(\nmL?/[ /‘72 4 ke, A]/L{ fml'f {5 Comyp er//y v/”fm%/
C A / Areas, a/)\ol ﬁ/m\/\&larﬁ/vj’\

¥ ey s Cady ™ hordhaiesd Coneg  of "Hie

s le! TLW are wildihar o e mef) xl/t/lu'?[ Y '

bees, $here sihee 950, 5% aidedloends ™ dot 99W,,/ wd Lol

hwans

T

OTHER INFLUENCING FACTORS CATEGORY:

HIGH

LOW

DTSC-12/96




5.0 PRELIMINARY RECOMMENDATIONS

Use the information in sections 1 through 4 and professional'judgement to make a preliminary determination
of the need for further investigation of the actual or potential threat posed by hazardous substance
contamination at this site. Select one of the following options for site disposition.

5.1. Prioritize for Site Assessment

Further site assessment appears warranted (PEA/SI).

5.1.a. Prioritize for Site Assessment under State Lead []

Complete Section 6 to determine if site should be high, medium, or low priority for further

assessment.

5.1.b. Prioritize for Site Assessment under EPA Cooperative Agreement J}d
Complete Section 6 to determine if site should be high, medium, or low priority for further
assessment.

5.2. High Priority Site Assessment []

The influencing factors in Section 4 suggest that further site assessment be conducted as a high priority. Go
to Section 7.

5.3. Referral To DTSC'S Hazardous Waste Management Program (REFRC) (1

Recommend REFRC for sites that can be remediated as a Corrective Action under H&S Code 25187. Go
to Section 7.

5.4 Referral to Regional Water Quality Control Board (REFRW) []

Recommend REFRW for sites that fall under RWQCB authority and for which RWQCB is providing oversight
of investigation/remediation. Go to Section 7.

5.5 Referral to another agency (REFOA) ' []

Recommend REFOA for sites where another agency (other than RWQCB) is providing or has provided
oversight. Go to Section 7.

5.6 No Futher Action Under CERCLA []

Recommend No Further Action for sites where documented contamination is not significant by EPA/DTSC
standards and the presence of greater contamination is unlikely. Go to Section 7.

Comments:; I:‘:ﬂ km} //f{\, J" ‘kwnl'm F [s }"69}76157(L/T \/;/t Mt
C(n\w"njmﬂm Yoy o Lo ode/ Yo VI/U} fGt\ArnL ke anL)HT buled o,
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6.0 SITE PRIORITIZATION WORKSHEET

Site Name: kwig’ﬂm qﬂ(& /47‘“7‘“’4 Site Screener; jw-f/b/ éwj/\/
EPA ID Number: (AD 1535774190 :zte: Sffrpvtm ber 30, 1997

Site Assessment Phase: _J71¢ Tn'mvrl izodyn

The following risk-based criteria should be used as a guideline to assist in the prioritization of pre-CERCLIS
and CERCLIS sites. These guidelines can be used in various stages of assessment. When interpreting the
information provided below, one should understand that conservative assumptions were made where
information is lacking and the risk value is subjective. A

Site screeners should complete this form by using the categories as guidelines. The "Notes" sections should
be used to document assumptions made, data sources, or other information pertinent to determining risk
prioritization.

6.1 HAZARDS IDENTIFICATION

Complete the sections below for the suspected contaminants of greatest concern. Use SCDMs as a reference
for assigning hazardous substance risk category. Assign a Hazard Factor for each hazardous substance
evaluated and then assign an Overall Hazard Factor Value combining the separate Hazard Factors. If only
one hazardous substance is evaiuated, the Overall Hazard Factor Value will be the same as the Hazard
Factor for A. :

HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCE A: _ ?/rll'l’ﬁ C/\ Zdw ﬁr/’X#h{ (PC E )
Estimate the risk associated with thé hazard properties for this hazardous substance.
Hazard HIGH- MEDIUM Low
Property .
Quantity [ 1=210,000 Ibs; or N<10,000 Ibs and =100 [ 1<100 Ibs. or
or 5 mil. gals; or Ibs; or <5 mil. gals and 50,000 gals. or 250
or 25,000 yds® »50,000 gals; or | yds®
' <25,000 yds® and
»250 yds®
Toxicity [ 1210,000 ,k] <10,000 and >100 [ 1<100
Mobility X [ ]1<1and=>0.001 [ 1<0.001
Bioavailabilty | [ ] 21,000 b <1,000 and 10 [ 1<10
‘Concentration | [ ] 2benchmark = [ ] near benchmark = N low relative to benchmark
(if known) =_g,0ﬂ J J,‘#:&:
Level of [ 1 None X7 Partial [ 1Full .
Containment
Hazard Factor HIGH LOwW
for A

. (
Comments: M‘U(ﬂr& XS / :

Pké Vafzuﬁ _arc Mt(/‘

DTSC-12/96

of 5 "‘7/&'



HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCE B:

/

-

}“Irf'cumewum [JJ/J)/“T(/U

Y
J

Y

Estimate the risk associated with the hazard properties for this hazardous substance.

Hazard HIGH MEDIUM LOW
Property
Quantity [ 1210,000 Ibs; or [)(P<10.000 Ibs and 2100 [ 1<100 Ibs. or
or 5 mil. gals; or Ibs; or <5 mil. gais and 50,000 gals. or 250
or 25,000 yds® >50,000 gals; or yds?
<25,000 yds® and
2250 yds?®
Toxicity [ 1210,000 [ ]1<10,000 and >100 N <100
Mobility 1 [ 1<1 and >0.001 [ ]1<0.001
Bioavailabilty | { 121,000 { 1<1.000 and 210 K1 <10
Concentration | [ ] zbenchmark = [ ] near benchmark = <3 low relative to benchmark 7\/’ / ,2 /"7‘/ "gﬁ-
(if known) = 0,058 ma. /Ko,
~ J
Level of { 1 None X Partial [ 1Full
Containment .
Hazard Factor HIGH LOW
for B
J
Comments: MML; i ¥ sgl ] > MJ P R 6 S _art (w’&a/x
«
OVERALL HAZARD FACTOR VALUE: HIGH @ LOW
10 DTSC-12/96



Assign a risk category to each of the followin
Factor Value for the site based on the domi

6.2 VULNERABILITY ANALYSIS

g vulnerability factors. Assign an Overall Vulnerability
nant vulnerability risk categories.

Vuinerability Factor High Medium Low

1. Environmental Setting - Land use within [}\DResidential { ]Agricultural/ [ ] Industriaf
0.5 miles of the site Commercial

2. Sensitive Populations - Children, the [ ] Within 0.25 P<F More than
elderly, or groups with poor health live: miles of site 0.25 miles

: from site

3. Population Density - Evaluate within 0.5 }@Dense [ ] Moderate [ ] Sparse
miles. '

4. Groundwater Use - Wells used for drink- | XX)Within 0.5 [ 10.5t0 2 miles [ 1More than 2
ing water are located: miles of the from site miles from

site site

5. Groundwater Contamination - Evaluate PQ] Known [ ] Possible [ ] Not likely
groundwater contamination within 2 miles ’
of the site.

6. Surface Water Location - Distance to [ 1 Within 0.5 { 10.5 to 2 miles X2 More than 2
nearest surface water body. If used for miles of the from site miles from
drinking water or known to be contami- site site
nated, bump to next higher risk category.

7. Sensitive Habitats - Distance to nearest [ ] Within 0.5 { 10.5to 2 miles M More than 2
sensitive habitat. If known or projected miles of the from site miles from
contamination within habitat, bump to site site
next higher risk category. - .

8.  Soil/Air Contamination - Evaluate the [ 1 Documented or { ] Potential for I)(]]Exposure
potential for exposure to individuals from probable expo- exposure not likely
contaminated soil or air releases. . sure

9. Sampling Data Confidence - Evaluate the | [ ] No oversight; ba)Regulatory [ 1Regulatory
quality of any data available for the site. no QA/QC; no oversight; oversight;

data EPA methods; EPA
partial or methods;
unknown QA/QC
QA/QC validation
Notes: Iﬁﬂ:ﬁfﬁ_&_&’/\/ ({\ L/ ”ér& 1(’/1'7" ‘v\fm'zexr 7Yy /v e /7;/ W/ ZJ&Z
Con b . sy edon; Yhat Serve 4 rdollnate by . ?”/2; vzy '}mm /—/}_zrr
ofeted wibly M oilo ol Fle Ul PE Lol s Tl 45 ) gzl
i Caty. of Soyf] Gafe Vel T Local d A 1o ) af 2
b ddngridiond o Fe o7 i ’
Ind Swharidlend g € gide, |

OVERALL VULNERABILITY FACTOR VALUE@

11

MEDIUM Low

DTSC-12/96
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6.3 PRIORITIZATION SCREENING RISK ANALYSIS

Assign a Site Priority Level based on the dominant risk categories given for the hazard and
vulnerability factor values.

HAZARD FACTOR VALUE HIGH LOW

VULNERABILITY FACTOR VALUE MEDIUM LOW

SITE PRIORITY LEVEL @\ MEDIUM LOW

Additional Comments:

12 DTSC-12/96
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7.0 SITE RECOMMENDATION

Site Name: k/‘wvlm»\ 1;’/((} H"/‘“ZLWZ Site Screener: j zlf-?pz [u//v

EPA ID Number: (AP 7335 76[97 Date: 5(/[)7 U bor 3’7/\ L1977

7.1. Futher Site Assessment Warranted

7.1.a Under State Lead
High Priority [ ] Medium Priority [ ] Low Priority [ ]

Recommend further site investigation under State lead.

7.1.b Under EPA Cooperative Agreement
High Priority [x] Medium Priority [ ] Low Priority [ ]

Recommend further site investigation under the EPA cooperative agreement.

7.2. Recommended for Removal Assessment
or Expanded Removal Assessment

——

Recommend referral to EPA's Removal Section.

7.3. Referral To DTSC'S Hazardous Waste Management Program
(REFRC) []

Recommend REFRC for sites that can be remediated as a Corrective Action under H&S Code
25187. :

7.4 Referral to Regional Water Quality Control Board (REFRW) | [1]

Recommend REFRW for sites that fall under RWQCB authority and for which RWQCB is providing
oversight of investigation/remediation.

7.5 Referral to ahother agency (REFOA) [1]

Recommend REFOA for sites where another agency (other than RWQCB) is providing or has
provided oversight.

7.6 No Futher Action Under CERCLA [1]

Recommend No Further Action for sites where documented contamination is not significant by
EPA/DTSC standards and the presence of greater contamination is unlikely.

Comments:

EPA CONCURRENCE:

signature date

13 DTSC-12/96
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SITE SCREENING CONTACT LOG
Site Screener: jﬂf{/])/ Cu //‘/

Site Name: ikW)me ~. F;Y}‘

Attachment A

Contact Name

Affiliation

L; Qt (ﬂ. #‘5"‘#
Haz, Mad,

RWACE-L 4

RWQ (g-L A

Telephone

Number Date

g ok 0 Gcdiy g ot

1(5%77 47 ks me/% 1 o site,

230U 920 Lelt messane witd kwup

7506 q70/ ts 4y wb%«r or AmLm7 /&7
Wwas WMr((/fky o Tl site
N\(/lﬂl evor foleMtﬁl b
Afzﬂo(h 1Lﬂ U J. Eti /ﬁ]/r’/f
RW&Cg Aﬂ} ko VC{LVJ 7 A
377[(’ ‘

2130268 \loig)| Called hor ool mu/ iy

75746 7 | was war I)\/ 2

Discussion

VV a/w/ f“ﬂ
ZMM /W?zﬁ @fﬁ i

ot Lore wbr ke Hlc TH
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ATTACHMENT B

SITE SCREENING OBSERVATION RECORD

ite Name: ‘k/‘%o’/ﬁh\ SPVL !4 764 f i creen j 1
:;A?ID Number: fAD?X#{f?J faﬁ%‘_ SD;:eS o ”}w %

1. Status: Active X Different Company
Inactive '

2. Setting: Residential )d Commercial .
Industrial o Agricuitural ~
Paved X Unpaved
Restricted Unrestricted
access access

3. Visibility: (077‘7/

Near RR Tracks
Vegetation éﬂb—a/r)'(

Near drainage

Topography P[q/VL

4. Waste Description: /V” szn’/l )”W.

Containment:

Pond Pit Ditch
Drums Tanks Buckets
Trash can Dumpster Sacks
Piles Scattered Other
Stored On:

Bare Ground Asphalt " Pallets
Gravei Concrete Other
Waste Type:

Inert Garbage Liquid
Solid Sludge Gas

Describe quantities, labelling, colors, odors, etc.:

5. li}stance r;)%D\urfa]:e water and en%nve e Zironments or ecosystems:
l(}/ W LDy L

6. Pr%tmlty to res:dencj/ SChOOIi@ daycare facilities, hospitals, nursing homes, etc.:

7. Estimated number of peopie living or working in the area: {gj W

8. Distance to food processing/packaging or agricuitural production: AA/[J. /o'w véy r/%ﬁp

sid-t,




9. Additional Information:

10. Sketch a diagram of the facility with relevent features and labels.

See WJVLA’/(K'”/ pérd/?/ﬂﬁ/mf/
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Attachment C
SITE SCREENING SAMPLING EVENT SUMMARY TABLE
Site Name: Kustom Fit Hi-Tech Seating Products, Inc. Site Screener: Joseph Cully
Date Event Media | Location Depth Method | Quality | Results | Bench
mark
1992 Collected by Soil 0.5 bgs. EPA- Medium | 1.1.1-TCA: 12
Dames and Method 0.088 mg./kg.
Moore, 8240 for- mg./kg.
Consultants for analyzin
the Facility g VOCs.
[13 » 13 » [ 2 [13 PCE: 5 .4
' 0.0063 mg./kg.
mg./kg. ‘
” . (13 *» (13 ” (43 ”» TCE: NOt N/A

detected on
site.

1992 Sampling by the | Ground City of South Well is EPA Medium | PCE: 1.5 5 ug/L.
City of South Water Gate Well 7: screened Method ug./L.
Gate. Approximately from 500 to 524.2 for :
0.25 mile 600 feet bgs. | VOCs.
hydraulically
downgradient
(north) of the site.
“ ? “ ? “ ? “ TCE: 6.3 5 ug /L.
, : ug/L.
“ ? “ City of South Well is ? “ PCE: 0.9 5 ugJ/L.
Gate Well 23: screened ug/L.
0.25 mile from 530 to
upgradient (south) | 624, 662 to
of the site. 692, and 772
to 798 feet
bgs.
“ ? “ ? “ ? “ TCE: Not N/A

detected




Key:

Date - Date sample was collected.

Event - Who did it and why?

Media - e.g., groundwater, soil, air, etc.
Sample Location - Physical location with

respect to source (e.g., up- or downgradient).

Sample Depth - For soil, depth below
ground surface sample was collected.

For groundwater, depth of well screen.
Method - Analytical testing method used.
Data Quality - QA/QC level (high,

medium, or low).

Result - Analytical results (parameter/
value, units).

Benchmark - Risk-based benchmark for
parameters. In the same units as results.
For groundwater media,these are based on
MCLs. For soil media, these are based on
PRGs.





